Ms. Deborah M. Odell, FOI Staff 
Bureau of Information 
Department of State 


Rt. 12, Frederick, Rd. 21701 

9 / 13/77 


Washington, D.C. 20320 


Dear Ha. Odell, 


Case N 0 . 720743 


Thank you for your letter of 9/9 and the three enclosed pages. 

On eaoh of these three pages there is withholding, In no Instance is any authority 
for the withholding cited. There is no claim to any exemption in your letter, ^his 
therefore is a de facto dsnial and I herewith appeal this denial. I do it through you 
in the hope of avoiding what will without your compliance become burdensome to the 
department as well as to ne. 

I also remind you that from the date on the one document that bears a date and from 
the content of t&e other two pages these are past the 15-year rule in historical cases, 
as the Attorney General has held this to be. 

Even declassification authority and data are not indicated. 

Theee pages are, qyite obviously, incomplete, ift is not possible to determine with 
certainty whether they are parts of three separate records or not. Ky requests include 
all records on or relating to the JFK assassination and Lee Harvey Oswald. They therefore 
include these complete records. 

Through the extensive and unexplained obliterations and despite the other withhold- 
ings it is apparent that while these pages relate to Oswald what remains of them refers to 
him not as Oswald but as "USE." This would seem to require tha t there be other records 
relating to this, if only to correct or explain it. They are within my requests and I would 
appreciate copies of them also. 

It seems to me that in this instance the department has not ac ted in accord with 
the statement of FOIA/PA policy by the Attorney General this past Kay. That it has not 
and intends not is indicated by the failure to respond by the offioe of which you are 
pert to what ^ have written and asked for under my other requests, particularly for qi 1 
records on or about me under ths Privacy Aot. While compliance by other agencies is as 
reluctant and incomplete as that by State, it is showing me increasingly that State has 
not made a good— faith search with due diligence, that records not explained or for which 
exemptions are claimed are being withheld, and that any kind of seafeh has to have shown 
the existence of theee other records. While I believe I have appealed that do facto denial, 
if I have not or if it has bean mislaid this is that appeal. I would hope that the Depart- 
ment would not want this matter to go to court and that it would prefer to avoid this by 
full and honest compliance. If you have no familiarity with that matter I indicate the 
nature of the continuing withholdings by telling you that they include newspaper stories 
and non-secret departmental regulation. This seems to be pretty ridiculous to me. I hope 
it does to you and to the Department. Ho^ ever, there are other withholdings of „hich 
I here specify but one new one, the filee of the late John Peurlfoy a nd records relating 
th Departmental appropriations for the time in Question, circa 1947. These are, I bell eye, 
interrelated. I also believe they will lead to other records of some of which 1 have 
spedfio knowledge. 

For ny part I would prefer to avoid wasting the time and ooet of having to do more 
than ask the Department for theee records. While for conditions of health getting to 
Washington now presents problems for me if the Department wants to discuss this I will 
make an effort to accomodate it. 


Sincerely, 


Harold Weisberg 


